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ABSTBACT 

Ihis document deacrihes and evaluates the Keading 
Skilla laboratories Optional Aasignment Program for the school year 
1374""75- The purpose of this program iras to improve the reading 
skilla of high school students (grades 9*12) whose reading fell two 
or more years ieloy their grada level* ^he program was conducted in 8 
alternative independent mini high schools in the New York City school 
system. Among the program objectives were the following^ to improve 
reading levels^ to generate more positive attitudes toward reading, 
and to provide students with reading skills that would improve 
performance in other academic areas* The program combined an 
individualized approach to reading together with high interest level 
reading material. One of the major strengths of the program was the 
teaching staff and their ability to establish an excellent working 
relationship with their students, Oae of the major weaknesses of the 
program was poor student attendance at soae schools. Student reading 
levels were improved and more positiv© attitudes toward reading were 
generated for many of the students who did attend school, / 
{Author/AM) 
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Function # 09-59679 CHAPTER I 

THE PRCjGRAM 

The purpose of this program was to improve the reading 
skills of hiph school students (grades 9--12) whose reading 
fell two or more years below their grade level* The program 
was carried out in 8 alternative Indipsndent imini high ' schools 
£n the N,Y,0, school -system. 

The specific program objectives were as follows i 

1* To improve the reading level of economically and 
educationally disadvantaged students* 

2. To generate more positive attitudes toward reading 
for pleasure and information, 

5. To provide students with reading skills that i^ill 
help their performance in other areas, 

Ecanomically disadvantaged students were selected for 
the program on the basis of standardised test scores (MAT or 
CAT) and on the basis of recommendations of guidanca ooimselors 
and teachers who felt that the students inability to read was 
seriously hampering their progress* ( It should be noted that 
in some schools a student's participation in the reading program 
was voluntary,) 

Each student was programmed for five periods of remedial 
reading class per week in addition to regularly scheduled tax 
levy English classes. 

The classes were designed to emphasize an individulallEed 
•* approach baaed on continuous diagnoBis of the students' strengths 
. and weaknesses. Students were assigned a choice of high inter- 
est laultllevel material Wl^^^ t'hey Wrked-^OH^iMividu^^^ 

O 
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In additiOK to time devoted f or improTement of indiTriCual 
skills, time , was allowed for. free^ r of paperbicka^ maga- 

zines, newspapers etc^ and for group reading of plays, and 
discussions of stories. 

An after school program was also included ( 50 hours 
in the fall and 30 hours in the spring) to Involve students 
in various activiti'SS such as seeing plays, writing a newspaper , 
class discussion, etc. 

In addition^ an attempt was made to Intergrate the reading 
classes with work done in other classes in the students' schedule^ 

Staffs The program employed 8 full time teachers , one full 

time and one % time teacher trainer* Teachers sympathetic to 

the needs of the students and their ability to be flexible 

in their teaching approach were selected* Teacher trainers 

visited teachers throughout the program to provide on site 

training. In addition ^^ten 3 hour training sessions were conducted 

as workshops on specific techniques needed by the teachers. 

The entire p.rogram was under the direction of the ^ro- 

* 

gram coordinator whose, responsibility' it was to dissiminate 
information and deal with various problems as they arose. 



1 Please note that the teacher trainers are borrowed from the 
Mini School Program, Punction. # 09-596'17s 
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CHAPTER II 
EVALUATION PROOEDUHES 

Purpose The objectives of the evaluation were the followings 
1» To determine whether as a result of participation 

in the corrective reading program the reading grade of the 

studentB will show a statistically significant difference be 

tween the real post test and the anticipated post test score, 
2* To determine the extent to which the program as 

actually carried out coincided with the prograzn as described 

in the pro3®ot proposal. 

Met'uod 

1 a) All students in the program were teated by means of the 
California Achievement Test (OAT) at the beginning of the 
academic year. ( In two schools an insufficient ^ number i)f 
CATS were available and the MAT was used.) Students were then 
retested with alternate forms of the same test at the end of 
the school year. 

b) Data was analy&ed by comparing the students- anticipated 
post test score ^ without treatment ^ (determined by means of 
historical regression) with his actual post test score • A 
correlated t test waB used to compare the two scores. 
2, In order to determine the extent to which there was agree- 
^nent between the pro^raLm as carried "out and as^ it waa- ^ ^ i 
described, in the project proposal^ the following was dones 

On*site visits were made to each school, classes were 
observed I interviews were held with teachers, atudents, and , 
program administrators. Further, an informal questionnaire 
was devised and admijfestered to all teachers in the program 
in-order to Eain additional information and feedback. 
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CHAPTER III 



BINDINGS 



A .The first objective was to determine whether as a result: of 
participation in the corrective reading prografli the readini' 
Bcorea of the students will show a statistically ii^ificant 
difference between the real post test acore and the anticipated 
post test score^ 

Results The results of the statistical analysis presented in the 

MIR 3OA (appendtd) indicate that this objective was met. 

B. The second evaluation objective was to determine the extent 

to which the program as actually carried out coincided with 

the program as described in the project propoBal* 

Results I There were no major 4i screpancies noted between* the 

program observed and as described in the project propoaal. 

0* Additional findings 

1. One of the major strengths of the program lies in the.mo.tt--. 
vation of the teaching staff and their ability to establish 

an excellent working relationship with their students. 

2. There is considerable variability among the different schools 
within the program^ reflecting the student population ^ the 
school in which the program was set, and the values and skills 
of the teachers. Therefore the findings listed below may not 

be applicable to all schools . 

3. Attendance is a problem in some schools, r ^ oiMlM^: > ^^'la 
be noted that taany students wete chronic: truants prior to tbie# 

4. Diagnosis of students reading difficulties was not always": 
adequate and reflected; the' initialwinesqperie^ of . pome- tweharfl. 



teacher trainers w©re involved in correcting this problem • 
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poorly prepared to teach reading to students with severe 
reading handle apa . 

6* The space alloted for the reading classes in many schools is 
poor heoause they are not adequately isolated from other classes 
and distractions* 

7* The materials for the classes seemed adequate , however , 
the teaching staff felt that they should have greater input 
in choosing materials for their specific school populations. 
8* Teachers are placed in the unfortunate position of having 
to respond to the guidelines of the program and the sometimes 
conflicting directives of the school in which the program is 
set, 

9. It is difficult for one teacher working alone ( without 

a teacher aid ) to effectively ^implement ah individualv teaching 

approach* 

D, Response to recofflmendatlons from prior study . 

1. That the program he recycled^ The program was recycled* 

2, That special security arrangeinents be made to ohviate 
transportation of valuable material* This was done when pos- 
sible, 

5. Guidance and social service personnel should be available 
to students* This was done where possible with tax levy funds ^ 
however 5^ services ar^ still not adequate* ^ 
4* Ancillary personnel in the form of aides or student tutors 
should be provided* Aides were available in some schools but 
are needed in all schools* 

E* The program is serving the population which it was designed 
to serve* ' 
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CHAPTER IV 
RECOMMENDATIONS AND CONCLUSIONS 

On the basis of data collected the program has met it 
primary objectives # 

The following recommendations are being made based on 
the findings presented above. 

1. Further steps should be taken to improve attendsaice 
in those schools where attendance is poor, 

2. Diagnostic procedures should be improved in those 
schools where diagnostic prpcedures are presently inadequate, 

3. The program adininistrator should have greater input 
in the hiring of reading teachers in the progrM to assure 
the presence of adequately trained teaching staff, 

^ 4, Because of the great diversity in student population 

and school settings, there should be somewhat greater flexibility 
in allowing the program to fit the needs of individual settings 
both in terms of classroom programing and selection of mater- 
ials. This might best be accomplished by allowing greater teache 
input, 

5* Improved classroom facilities should be made available 
in those schools where class areas are open to extensive dis-- 
tractlonfi. 

6i Ooramunication among the teaohers should be improved 
so that suaceases and failures with various materials. and tech- 
niques could be shared* 

7* Spme form of classroom assistance should be provided 
to the teachers in the form of aides, student tutors, etc. 



.7 

8, Some way must be found to reconcile differences ■between 
program guidelineB and the needs of th,e individual schools, 

9. The program should be reoycled next yaar sinoe it has met 
its major objectives. 
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CHAPTER V 
PROGRAM ABSTRACT 

Component Code Aotivity Code Objective Cod 

60816 720 - 801 

The purpose of this program was to improve the reading 
skills of economically and ©duGationally disadvantaged high 
school students whose reading fell two or more years behind 
grade level* The program was carried out in 8 alternative 
independent mini high schools in the N.Y^O. school system. 

The specific program objeotivea were as followsi 

1. To improve the reading levels of students described 

above. ^ 

2, To generate more positive attitudes toward reading* 
3* To provide students with reading skills that would 
improve their performance in other academic areas* 

The program utilised an individualized approach to ' 
reading combined with high interest level reading material* 

The results of the evaluation study indicajted that this 
approach combined with excellent student-teacher rapport 
accounted for the program reaching. ' objectives #1 and #2 above 
Objective #1 was evaluated on the basis of standardised test 
scoresi ^2 on the basis of interviews with the students and 
teachers involved in the program* .- ; 
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Usi Tabli 30A. for HiBtorlcal Regression Deslen (Mtep Fomula) for Rsadinf (En|lish); Math (Ingllih); Reading (Non- 
.En|lish); Math {Non-English). 

30A, Standardized Test Results, 

In'' th"a"^Tablg beloWj" "iriter th ti'quested ■inforniation aboiiE tlie" tests used B evaluaEilli^^ 
project componenti/activitlii in achievin| desired objactiveSi This forni requires niiins obtalnid from scores 
in the form of |radi equivalint units as procfsged by tlie 6 step formula (see District Evaluator's Handbook of 
Selected Evaluation Proeedures , p, 45.49). Before corapletin| this table, read all footnotes, 'Attach additional 
sheeEs,if niCiSsary. 



Coniponent 

Cods 


ActiviEy 
: Code 


Usidi/ 


Form 


Level 




Group 
1.0.1/ 


Tested^/ 


Pretest 


PosEtaiE 
Mian 


Actual 


Statisti 
obtamea 
Valui 
of t 


eal Data 
Leveli)/ 
of ^ 
iignif- 
Icanca 


Ere 


Post 

B 


Pre 


Post 


Dati 


Mean 


lost 

Date 


test 

Mean 


5 


0 


8 


1 


5 


7 


2 


1 

0 


OAT 


A 


Int 


Int 


40 


15 


22 








5/7! 


6,5 


.05 


6 


Q 


8 


1 


6 


7 


2 


0 


OAT 




B 


Int 


Int 


320 


15 


JOB 








5/7! 




8.36 


.001 


6 


0 


8 


1 


6 


7 




0 


HAT 






Int 


Ini 


120 


15 




w 




' 5.4 


5/7^ 


i5.8 


13.70' 


,001 
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1/ Identify thi test used and yiit of publication (ffiTOS, CAT-70, itc), 
|/ Total numbir of participants in tha activity, 

3/ Idantify thi participants by spacific grade Uvel (eig.i gradi 3 , grade 5)* Where siveral grades ara combinidj snter 

the last two digits of the component code* 
4/ Total nunibar of participants includid in 
5/ Specify level of statistical iign^ 
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OFFICE OF EDUCATIQ^iAL EVAIUATIOR • m FOHH ^ ^ 
{attich .to Hi, . item 1^30) Function i Q^^ g^^ 



, • . In this table enter ill Dflta lois infennation, imm MIR, item ^30 and this fo™, all partleipflnEs^ 
ia each activity . cust be accounted for. The coiponent and activity codis ustd in complitien of Itin ^30 " ' 
•should be used here 80 that the two tables natch, See dafinitions belw cable for furChorinstructiens. 



Conponint 
Codi 



Activity 
Code 



(1) 
Group 



(2) 
Test 
Uaed 



16 



CAT 



(3) 
Total 
N 



480 



(4); 

Numbir 
Tested/ 
Analy^gd 



m 



{5) 

Partieipanti 
Not Tistid/ 
ATialyzed 



(6) 



Riiasons why studints win not tiiEid, er if 
s, :. , tested, wen not Inilyifid . ' 

Nuibir/ 



Uason 



43^ 



Students in OTOgrain tnh ahn^t^tln,^ ^ 



A bsent for te^t nr dropper Qi,t - 



. (I) Identify the pardeipants by. ipecif ie gradt levil Mheri several grades in coabinid, 

• enter the last two digits of the coinponent code, 

(2) Identify the test used and year of publlcatioir^^^ itc), " ' ' -i 

(3) Nuniber of participants in the activity. ^^^^^ ^^^^^^^'^^^ 
■ (4) Number ef participants included in the pre a 

(5) NuDber: and percent of patticipints not tistid' and/or not ani . ' 

(6) . Specify aU reasons why studencs wars not tested and/or analyzed, for ea.-h riason specified, provide a sipirati 
, .nunber count, If , any further dacmentationis ivailabli,,pleasi attaeh ti^this fori, 'If furthit ipici ii ' 

- / needed to spiftify and explain daca loss, ittich additional pagis to this torn. ' - ■ 
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Measures of growth other than Standardiaed Tests 



30D 



This question Is designed to describe the attainment of approved objectives 
not normally associated with measurement by norm referenced standardized 
achievement tests * Such objectives usually deal with behavior that Is 
Indirectly observed, especially in the affective domain. For examples a 
reduction In truancy, a positive change in attitude toward learning, a 
* reduction in disruptive behavior, an ImpTfdKfed attitude toward self (as : 
.Indicated by repeated interviews), etc., are frequently held to be prerequisite 
to the shift toward Increased academic achievement by disadvantaged learners." 
Where your approved measurement devices do not lend themselves to reporting on 
tables 30As B or C, use any combination of items and report on separate pages. 
Attach additional pages If necessary, \ 



ComTJOnent Cede 



Activity Code 



Objective Code 



6 


0 


a 


1 


6 



52 



Brief Description 



Individualized instruction In reading 



fgr ocQnom i Q a lly and oduQQtionally aisadvantasad hlgh^ mhoQl 
students 



Number of cases observed; 



1 1 0 0 Number of cases in treatment: ! I 0 | 1 



Eretreatment index of behavior (Specify scale used) 



AlthouRh no formal or obneotive methods we-pft iimm^ itn m^^mvi^^ 
change in attitude toward schoQl motivati nn iin l^a-nin^ nn-h^^ 
views held with studantB reflactft d a hi^h l^^rmi nf mr^^A ^t^tl^n 
and Im-proved at titudes tnw^T^^ ^mm^^jy^^ 



Criterion of success 



none 



No 



I [ If yes s by what criteria do you 



.Was objective fully met? Yes 
^^^^^ Jo the extent that the original proposal was 

implemented and on the basis of objective test results* 



Comments : 
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EVALUATION OF TITLE I REApiMG PROGRAM 
OPTIONAL ASSIGNMENT PROGRAM 

1. School 
Teaoher 

3, Total population of sohool 

4. Total number of students in Title 1 reading program ____ 
5* Average class size ______ 

6» a) Are there any students eligible for Title I reading who 
are not in your class? ____ 

b) If so^ how many _____ ? . 

■ ■ ■ ■ ■ ■ : ■ ■ ^ ■ " ■ 



7. What is your average class attendace ( by percent e.g* 659Sv 80^) 
for all elasses? _^_„__ 

8. What steps are taken^ if any, to improve class attendance ? 



9* On the average how would you rate the motivation of the students 
in your claes (circle one) good fair- ^poor ■ * 

10* What steps are taken tif any, to improve the motivation of 
students in your class ? 

How would you rate the materials available for use in your 

class ? good fair poor 



12* How would you rate the physical space available for your class? 
good fair poor 



15« What do you see as the mador constraints in reaching your 

classroom goals or objectives ( e#g# insuf f ici ent materials^ 
poor attendance, lack of cooperation from other teaching 
staff, etc. ) 



14. At the present time what do you see as the major shortcomings 
of your own classroom program ? 



15* What ars its major etrengths ? 




16. What steps might be taken to improve your classes 7 



17. v/hat steps should "be taken' improve the program as a whole ? 



18. Additional comments (use other side of pages if necessary) 
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